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DE DETAILED ANALYSIS 

2024-11-01_tagesschau_2000_Uhr_01112024 

Broadcast: Tagesschau  |  2024-11-01  |  Analysed on: 2026-05-01 13:07 

Version 2.5-detail  |  K5+K13  |  Konverter 3.3 (2026-05-14)  |  Massstab: §26 MStV 

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

5.5/10 Significant bias 

0 = balanced, 10 = strongly one-sided/manipulative 

POLITICAL SPECTRUM 

Classification according to Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES) 2024 

 

The Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES 2024) is an academic survey of 609 political scientists in 31 countries. Each 
party is rated on a scale from 0 (far left) to 10 (far right). 

Party Linke Greens SPD BSW CDU/CSU FDP Freie W. AfD 

CHES 1.23 2.28 3.41 3.78 6.23 6.54 6.77 9.10 

Spectrum Left Left Left Left Right Right Right Right 

 

The overall tendency is displayed on a 0–10 scale (0 = strongly left-favouring, 5 = balanced, 10 = strongly right-
favouring). The calculation is based on the difference in average favouring of left vs. right parties (grouping according 
to CHES 2024). 

TENDENCY (L − R) 3.2 / 10 Left-favouring 

 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

← Left Right → 

Source: Chapel Hill Expert Survey 2024 — chesdata.eu | Jolly et al., Electoral Studies, 2022 | Thresholds: Pew Research Center 

 

This section serves political classification and does not feed into the overall score. 

 

 

BROADCAST INFO AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Date: 01.11.2024 

•  Presenter: Julia-Niharika Sen 

•  Segment overview: 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
https://www.chesdata.eu/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2021.102420
https://www.pewresearch.org/
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Segment Topic Duration (approx.) Classification 

1 Severe weather Spain / 
Valencia 

~3:00 min. Disaster reporting 

2 COP16 biodiversity 
conference Colombia 

~2:30 min. Climate policy / 
environment 

3 Lindner position paper / 
coalition crisis 

~2:30 min. Domestic politics 

4 Self-Determination Act ~2:00 min. Social policy / LGBTQ 

5 Railway line Lower Rhine ~0:30 min. Infrastructure 

6 New Work / Charité ~2:00 min. Working world / social 
affairs 

7 70 years ARD / Das Erste ~2:00 min. Self-reporting 

8 All Saints' Day ~0:30 min. Culture / religion 

9 Weather ~0:45 min. Service 

10 Preview tagesthemen ~0:15 min. Programme announcement 

 

Main topic of this edition 

The severe weather in Spain with over 200 deaths dominates the broadcast as the lead story, while domestically the 
Lindner position paper is framed as a coalition explosive. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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CHAPTER 1 — DETAILED ANALYSIS OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Hard facts — 9 techniques that are countable and scientifically robust 

 

1. EXPERT SELECTION 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Expert 1: Matthias Deiß (ARD correspondent Berlin) 

Timestamp 
approx. 06:20 — Statement: "This can only be understood by Robert Habeck as a declaration of 
war." — Classification: ARD's own correspondent; not an external expert, but an editorial staff 
member. 

Missing 
counter-voice 

Economists, FDP-aligned economist, business representatives 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: ARD / public broadcaster; funded through broadcasting licence fee (GEZ). Structural conflict of 
interest: ARD reports on its own funding basis and political framework conditions. 

(b) MANDATE: Political correspondent; mandate is reporting, not commentary. The statement "can only be 
understood as a declaration of war" exceeds journalistic neutrality. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (ARD employee comments on politics affecting ARD funding) 

•  Personal risk through position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? INDIRECT (coalition stability relevant to broadcasting policy) 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: The assessment is framed as journalistic analysis, but is in fact a political commentary 
without a counter-position. → Technique No. 12 (source selection) and No. 1 (framing). 

Expert 2: Unnamed critic of the Self-Determination Act 

Timestamp 
approx. 09:45 — Statement: "There should be mandatory counselling for young people — if not 
even an expert assessment. Young people do not grasp what they are doing." — Classification: 
Anonymous, no qualification stated. 

Missing 
counter-voice 

Child and adolescent psychiatrists with a differing assessment 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Unknown (no information provided) 

(b) MANDATE: Unknown 

•  Conflict of interest present? UNKNOWN 

•  Personal risk through position? UNKNOWN 

•  Does the organisation benefit? UNKNOWN 

•  Result: NOT ASSESSABLE 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: The anonymous critical voice receives significantly less space than the affirmative 
voice (Mel Müller, expert on achievements). Asymmetry in depth of presentation. 

Expert 3: Unnamed "experts" (Self-Determination Act) 

Timestamp 
approx. 10:00 — Statement: "Experts consider the new regulation long overdue." — Classification: 
Collective designation without individual naming; not verifiable. 

Missing 
counter-voice 

Child and adolescent psychiatrists, forensic physicians, critical psychologists 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Unknown 

(b) MANDATE: Unknown 

•  Conflict of interest present? NOT ASSESSABLE 

•  Result: LOW (due to lack of identifiability) 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: "Experts" as an anonymous authority is a classic technique for legitimising a position 
without verifiability. → Technique No. 12. 

Expert 4: Marburger Bund (New Work segment) 

Timestamp 
approx. 11:30 — Statement: "It is important to address the issue in order to counter the shortage 
of skilled workers." — Classification: Doctors' trade union; structurally interested in improvements 
to working conditions. 

Missing 
counter-voice 

Hospital operators, health economists with a critical perspective 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Membership fees of the doctors' trade union 

(b) MANDATE: Representation of doctors' interests; not neutral on questions of working conditions 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES 

•  Does the organisation benefit? YES (New Work = member interest) 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Economists on the Lindner debate 

•  Child and adolescent psychiatrists on the Self-Determination Act 

•  Hydrologists / climatologists on the Spain floods (attribution question) 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check) 

 

Source 1: Matthias Deiß (ARD correspondent) 

Timestamp 
approx. 06:20 — Statement: "This can only be understood by Robert Habeck as a declaration of 
war." 

(a) Funding and sponsorship: ARD / public broadcaster / broadcasting licence fee 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: ARD employee reports on politics affecting broadcasting funding and regulation. 
Coalition stability is relevant to ARD's funding security. 

(c) Missing counter-source: FDP-aligned political scientist, economic economist, business representative 

Missing 
counter-source 

Yes — no external expert, no FDP representative, no economist 

 

Source 2: "Experts" (Self-Determination Act) 

Timestamp approx. 10:00 — Statement: "Experts consider the new regulation long overdue." 

(a) Funding: Unknown (not identified) 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Not assessable 

(c) Missing counter-source: DGKJP (German Society for Child and Adolescent Psychiatry), which has published 
critical statements on the law 

 

Source 3: Environmental organisations (COP16) 

Timestamp approx. 04:30 — Statement: "The summit must not fail." 

(a) Funding: Not specified; environmental organisations are typically funded through membership fees, donations 
and in part state subsidies 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Environmental organisations have an institutional interest in climate protection 
measures and international agreements — they are not neutral observers 

(c) Missing counter-source: Developing country representatives with a critical perspective on financing demands; 
business representatives from affected sectors 

 

Source 4: Indigenous peoples (COP16) 

Timestamp approx. 04:45 — Statement: Demand for their own institution 

(a) Funding: Not specified 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Legitimate representation of interests; but one-sided without a counter-
perspective from industrialised countries 

(c) Missing counter-source: Industrialised country representatives who reject financing demands 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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STATE-FUNDED BODIES: ARD correspondent as the sole analytical voice on domestic politics is problematic, as 
ARD is structurally dependent on political decisions. 

Summary: The source selection is consistently one-sided: critical expert voices are missing on the Self-
Determination Act, external experts are missing on domestic politics, and counter-positions to environmental 
organisations are missing on COP16. "Experts" as an anonymous authority is not verifiable. 
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Segment duration by political direction/topic: 

•  Disaster/climate (Spain + COP16): approx. 5:30 min. (37%) 

•  Domestic politics coalition (Lindner paper): approx. 2:30 min. (17%) 

•  Social policy (Self-Determination Act): approx. 2:00 min. (13%) 

•  Working world/New Work: approx. 2:00 min. (13%) 

•  ARD anniversary (self-reporting): approx. 2:00 min. (13%) 

•  Infrastructure/rail: approx. 0:30 min. (3%) 

•  Religion/All Saints' Day: approx. 0:30 min. (3%) 

Within the Lindner segment: 

•  Critical framing (correspondent): approx. 1:45 min. 

•  Lindner's own position (indirectly quoted): approx. 0:30 min. 

•  Counter-perspectives: 0 min. 

Within the Self-Determination Act segment: 

•  Supporters (Mel Müller + experts): approx. 1:20 min. 

•  Critics (anonymous): approx. 0:20 min. 

•  Figures/facts (registrations): approx. 0:20 min. 

Summary: The time distribution within the segments is asymmetric: in the Self-Determination Act segment, 
supporters receive four times more speaking time than critics. In the Lindner paper segment, the critical framing 
receives three times more space than Lindner's own position. The ARD anniversary receives as much time as all 
domestic politics combined — a striking disproportion. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Omission 1: 

Context 

Content of the Lindner paper — Relevant at: approx. 06:00 — Effect: The concrete economic 
policy arguments of Lindner (e.g. reduction of bureaucracy, growth impulses) are not presented. 
The viewer only learns that Lindner is making "demands", not why and with what justification. This 
prevents an objective assessment. 

 

Omission 2: 

Context 

Critical voices on the Self-Determination Act from professional circles — Relevant at: approx. 
09:00 — Effect: Child and adolescent psychiatrists who have expressed concerns (e.g. DGKJP 
statements) are not quoted. The criticism remains anonymous and without substance, while the 
supporters' side is substantiated with concrete persons and figures (676 registrations Leipzig etc.). 

 

Omission 3: 

Context 
Opposition reaction to the coalition crisis — Relevant at: approx. 06:00 — Effect: CDU/CSU, AfD 
and other opposition parties are not given a voice. The coalition crisis is presented exclusively as 
an internal conflict within the coalition, without external political context. 

 

Omission 4: 

Context 
Germany's economic situation as context for the Lindner paper — Relevant at: approx. 05:30 — 
Effect: The recession that motivates Lindner's paper is not mentioned. Without this context, the 
paper appears to be a political provocation rather than a response to economic reality. 

 

Omission 5: 

Context 
Attribution question regarding the Spain severe weather — Relevant at: approx. 01:30 — Effect: 
Whether and to what extent climate change caused or intensified the specific event is not 
addressed. The implicit causal connection remains scientifically unsubstantiated. 

 

Omission 6: 

Context 
Failure of Spanish authorities / early warning system — Relevant at: approx. 01:00 — Effect: 
Reports about potentially delayed warnings and administrative failure in Valencia are not 
addressed. This would be relevant for comprehensive disaster reporting. 
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Summary: The selective omissions follow a consistent pattern: arguments that would strengthen Lindner are 
absent; criticism of the Self-Determination Act remains without substance; the context for economic policy 
decisions is not provided. This systematically creates one-sided impressions. 

 

Missing voices 

•  SPD spokesperson / Olaf Scholz: Would have presented the government perspective and the coalition framework 

•  Robert Habeck (Greens): Would have explained the significance of the KTF for the climate transition 

•  BDI / employers' association: Would have assessed the economic policy necessity of relief measures 

•  DGB / IG Metall: Would have presented the significance of the collective bargaining compliance law for employees 

•  Economists (e.g. DIW, ifo): Would have provided an empirical assessment of Lindner's proposals 

•  Constitutional lawyers: Would have contextualised the legality of the KTF cancellation 

•  CDU/CSU spokesperson: Would have provided the opposition's assessment of the coalition crisis 

•  Taxpayers' association / citizens' representatives: Would have introduced the cost perspective for citizens 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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5. MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Complete figures include: absolute value, share (%) and trend 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp approx. 09:30 

Figure: "Leipzig counts 676 registrations. There are 229 in Hanover. There are 381 in Cologne." 

Missing 
context 

No indication of the time period (since the law came into force on 01.11.2024 — i.e. on the same 
day). No indication of the total population for comparison. No indication of whether these figures 
are high or low relative to expectations. 

Effect 
The figures appear impressive and suggest high demand, without the viewer being able to 
contextualise them. They serve to legitimise the law through apparent quantity. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp approx. 04:00 

Figure: "Only a fraction of countries have a strategy for this." 

Missing 
context 

"Fraction" is unspecific. How many out of 200 countries? Which ones? Is this an improvement or 
deterioration compared to previous conferences? 

Effect Dramatisation without precision; the viewer cannot verify the statement. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp approx. 00:30 

Figure: "205 dead" 

Missing 
context 

No indication of comparability with other European severe weather disasters. No indication of the 
development of the figure (rising/stagnating). This is acceptable in a disaster report, but the figure 
is immediately linked to climate change without the causal connection being substantiated. 

Effect The high death toll is implicitly used as evidence of climate change. 

 

Summary: The figures relating to the Self-Determination Act are presented without context and serve to legitimise 
the law. The COP16 figures are unspecific and not verifiable. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Association 1: 

Timestamp approx. 06:50 

Quote "People in Berlin are already calling it the divorce paper." 

Technique: Lindner's paper is associated through anonymous Berlin rumour mill with the concept of "divorce" — a 
negatively connoted failure. The association does not come from an identified critic, but is presented as a general 
Berlin consensus. 

Effect 
Lindner is implicitly framed as the one who wants to "divorce" the coalition — i.e. as a destructive 
force, not as a reformer. 

 

Association 2: 

Timestamp approx. 06:30 

Quote 
"Finance Minister Lindner has published a position paper that could intensify the conflict within the 
coalition." 

Technique: Lindner is associated with "intensifying conflict" before the content of the paper is explained. The 
association Lindner = conflict intensifier is presented as fact. 

Effect The viewer is preconditioned to evaluate the paper as destructive before knowing its content. 

 

No guilt by association in the classical sense (association with extreme groups) identified. The identified 
techniques are more framing through negative association. 

(Category assignment): No persons are framed as "conspiracy theorists" or similar — category assignment does 
not apply. 
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Schweizerischer Verein für ausgewogene Berichterstattung 
Association suisse pour une information équilibrée 
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato 

 

 
 

Präsident: Schläpfer, David  -  Kontakt:   kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Adresse:    SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
Seite 12 

 

 

7. TIMING 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Position: Segment 1 → Segment 2 (approx. 01:30 → 04:00) 

Content: Immediate transition from Spain severe weather to COP16 biodiversity conference 

Timing effect 

The transition occurs with the sentence "Global warming leads to extreme weather events." This 
links the emotional impact of the disaster images (205 dead, destruction) with the political 
message of the biodiversity conference. The viewer is emotionally activated and receptive to 
climate protection messages. 

 

Finding 2: 

Position: Segment 7 (ARD anniversary, approx. 12:00) 

Content: 70 years of ARD — uncritical self-portrayal 

Timing effect 

The anniversary is placed after the politically charged segments and acts as an emotional 
conclusion with nostalgia and identification offers. The self-reporting thereby receives a 
legitimising function: ARD as the "campfire of the nation" — immediately after a broadcast that is 
itself the subject of this analysis. 

 

Finding 3: 

Position: Preview tagesthemen (approx. 14:30) 

Content: "whether the EU is better prepared for a Donald Trump presidency" 

Timing effect 
The preview of Trump (US election on 05.11.2024 is imminent) is set as the last substantive 
impulse — without Trump having been addressed in the broadcast itself. This sets an agenda for 
the evening without providing space for contextualisation. 

 

Summary: The sequence Spain → COP16 is a classic emotional priming: disaster images prepare the viewer for 
climate protection messages. The ARD anniversary at the end serves institutional self-legitimisation. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Outrage = bias. Selective outrage reinforces the finding. Score = degree of outrage (0–5) + selectivity (0–5) 

 

Finding 1: 

Triggering event: Lindner publishes economic policy position paper — Reaction: "explosive material", "divorce 
paper", "declaration of war" — Comparison: The Self-Determination Act, which is also politically controversial and 
viewed critically by a coalition partner (FDP), is introduced without conflict metaphors: "For people of the queer 
community it is a long-awaited step." — Asymmetry: Lindner's actions trigger verbal outrage; the Self-Determination 
Act is framed empathetically. Both are politically controversial, but receive fundamentally different tonality. 

 

Finding 2: 

Triggering event: COP16 reaches no agreement — Reaction: "The summit must not fail" (environmental 
organisations are quoted without a counter-voice) — Comparison: The failure of the coalition budget negotiations 
(also a political failure) is framed as Lindner's fault, not as a collective failure. — Asymmetry: Political failure is 
assessed differently depending on the political direction of the actor. 

 

Summary: The selective outrage is measurable: FDP actions are labelled with conflict metaphors, while social 
policy initiatives of the coalition majority are framed empathetically. This corresponds to a structural asymmetry in 
the emotional assessment of political actors. 
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9. COMPLETENESS 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

The Spain severe weather is implicitly placed in the context of the climate crisis by immediately following it with the 
COP16 biodiversity conference — an editorial sequence that implies a causal connection. The coalition crisis is 
framed through the Lindner paper as an FDP provocation, not as a legitimate economic policy discourse. The Self-
Determination Act is presented predominantly affirmatively; criticism receives significantly less space. The self-
reporting on the 70th ARD anniversary is structurally uncritical. 

 

Share of perspectives covered 

Inverted: Original value measures coverage (higher = better). Displayed as deviation (higher = greater gaps). 

[A] FDP position: Economic policy realignment as a necessary response to recession and weakness as a business 
location 

[B] SPD position: Social policy continuity, protection of employees' rights (collective bargaining compliance law) 

[C] Greens position: Climate transition as an economic necessity (KTF) 

[D] Business associations / employer side: Need for relief, reduction of bureaucracy 

[E] Trade union perspective: Protection of collective agreements, employees' interests 

[F] Economic science assessment: Empirical evaluation of Lindner's proposals 

[G] Opposition perspective (CDU/CSU, AfD): Assessment of the coalition crisis from outside 

[H] Constitutional law perspective: Admissibility of special funds / KTF cancellation 

[I] Citizens'/taxpayers' perspective: Who bears the costs of which policy? 

[J] Historical contextualisation: Comparison with previous coalition crises 

 

[A] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 06:30 — Quote: "He demands that these be cancelled, deferred or amended." — 
Assessment: Lindner's position is referenced, but not explained in substance or defended. 

 

[B] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — Quote: — — Assessment: SPD perspective is completely absent; no SPD representative is given 
a voice. 

 

[C] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 06:45 — Quote: "This can only be understood by Robert Habeck as a declaration of war." — 
Assessment: Habeck's perspective is anticipated by the correspondent, not by Habeck himself. 

 

[D] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Assessment: No business associations or entrepreneurs are given a voice. 

 

[E] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Assessment: Trade union perspective is completely absent. 

 

[F] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Assessment: No economist or economic scientist is quoted. 

 

[G] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Assessment: Opposition (CDU, AfD) does not appear. 
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[H] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Assessment: The constitutional law dimension of the KTF is not addressed. 

 

[I] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Assessment: Citizens' perspective is completely absent. 

 

[J] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Assessment: No historical contextualisation. 

 

 

Completeness score: 2/10 

Justification: Of ten relevant perspectives, only two are indicated — and even these not through direct statements 
by the actors concerned, but through interpretation by the correspondent. The reporting on the main topic of 
domestic politics is one-sidedly focused on the conflict dynamic, without providing substantive content of the 
economic policy debate. 
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING (setting the frame) 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp approx. 06:50 

Quote "This can only be understood by Robert Habeck as a declaration of war." 

Manipulation 
The correspondent Matthias Deiß interprets Lindner's paper not as an economic policy proposal, 
but as a personal attack on Habeck. The framing "declaration of war" emotionalises and 
personalises a substantive political process. 

Why 
problematic 

A position paper on economic policy is framed as aggression, not as a policy proposal. This 
delegitimises Lindner's position before it is assessed on its merits. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp approx. 07:00 

Quote "People in Berlin are already calling it the divorce paper." 

Manipulation 
Anonymous Berlin rumour mill ("people are saying") is presented as fact. The image of "divorce" 
emotionalises and suggests the inevitability of the coalition's end. 

Why 
problematic 

Journalistic distance is absent; the correspondent adopts political framing without citing a source 
and without a counter-perspective. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp approx. 01:30 → 04:00 (transition Spain → COP16) 

Quote "Global warming leads to extreme weather events. It also threatens biodiversity..." 

Manipulation 
The immediate follow-up of the COP16 segment after the Spain disaster establishes an implicit 
causal framework: severe weather = climate change = need for action at the biodiversity 
conference. This connection is not explicitly substantiated, but suggested through sequencing. 

Why 
problematic 

Attribution questions (the share of climate change in the specific event) are not addressed; the 
transition functions as an argument, not as reporting. 

 

Summary: The dominant framing of the broadcast is conflict- and crisis-oriented. Lindner's paper is framed as 
sabotage, the severe weather as climate evidence. Both framings structurally exclude alternative interpretations. 
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11. CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp approx. 07:00 

Quote "divorce paper" 

Manipulation 
Metaphor from private law (divorce = failure of a marriage) is transferred to a political process. 
Implies: Lindner is the guilty party pursuing the separation. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "position paper on economic policy" or "FDP policy paper". The divorce 
metaphor is evaluative and implies attribution of blame. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp approx. 06:30 

Quote "new explosive material" 

Manipulation 
Military/pyrotechnic metaphor ("explosive material") dramatises the process and suggests the 
dangerousness of Lindner's paper. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "new differences" or "further need for discussion". "Explosive material" is an 
evaluation that frames Lindner's actions as destructive. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp approx. 05:30 

Quote 
"In domestic politics there is new explosive material in the dispute over the right course in 
economic policy." 

Manipulation 
The presenter frames the process as a "dispute", not as a "debate" or "discussion". "Dispute" 
implies irrationality and dysfunction. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "discussion about the economic policy course". "Dispute" is an evaluation that 
delegitimises the political process. 

 

Finding 4: 

Timestamp approx. 09:30 

Quote "Critics fear abuses." 

Manipulation 
The word "fear" implies that the critics may be irrationally anxious, not that they have legitimate 
objections. "Abuses" remains unspecific. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "Critics see risks in youth protection." The formulation weakens the critical 
position. 
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Summary: The choice of words is consistently evaluative on domestic political topics: Lindner's actions are 
delegitimised through combat and divorce metaphors, while criticism of the Self-Determination Act is weakened 
through "fear". 
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Note: Tagesschau presenters read from a teleprompter; linguistic colouring and emphases are evaluated. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 

approx. 05:30 — Triggering event: Announcement of the Lindner paper — Quote: "In domestic 
politics there is new explosive material in the dispute over the right course in economic policy. 
Finance Minister Lindner has published a position paper that could intensify the conflict within the 
coalition." — Comparison: On the Self-Determination Act (approx. 09:00) the presenter is neutral: 
"Critics fear abuses." — no conflict metaphors. — Asymmetry: Lindner's actions are framed with 
"explosive material" and "intensify"; the Self-Determination Act, which is also politically 
controversial, receives a neutral introduction. The conflict metaphorics are applied asymmetrically 
to the FDP position. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 

approx. 09:00 — Triggering event: Introduction of the Self-Determination Act segment — Quote: 
"For people of the queer community it is a long-awaited step." — Comparison: No comparable 
empathetic formulation for critics of the law or for other political positions in the broadcast. — 
Asymmetry: The presenter adopts an evaluative stance through "long-awaited step" that 
emotionally elevates the supporters' position. An analogous formulation for the critics' perspective 
is absent. 

 

Summary: The moderation behaviour shows a measurable asymmetry: FDP actions are introduced with conflict 
metaphors, while the Self-Determination Act is framed empathetically. Both formulations are anchored in the 
teleprompter text and are therefore editorial decisions. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Note: Tagesschau has few live interviews — insert selection and statement selection are evaluated. 

Asymmetry 1: 

Timestamp 

approx. 06:20 — The correspondent Deiß is confronted with two questions: "How much conflict 
potential does this paper contain?" and "What does this mean for the cohesion of the coalition?" 
— Both questions are oriented towards conflict and damage. No question asks: "What economic 
policy arguments does Lindner put forward?" or "Are there points on which the coalition partners 
agree?" The framing of the questions prejudges the direction of the answers. 

 

Asymmetry 2: 

Timestamp 

approx. 09:00 — On the Self-Determination Act no correspondent is questioned; instead, 
statements are selected. The supporters' side receives a personal, emotional statement (Mel 
Müller), the critics' side receives an anonymous, brief statement. The selection is asymmetric in 
quality and quantity. 

 

Summary: The questioning in the correspondent interview is one-sidedly oriented towards conflict and excludes 
substantive evaluation of Lindner's proposals. The statement selection on the Self-Determination Act 
systematically favours the supporters' side. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp approx. 09:45 

Description: On the Self-Determination Act an apparent balance is established: supporters (Mel Müller + "experts") 
vs. anonymous critic. However, this balance is not a genuine balance, as the supporters' side is personalised, 
emotional and substantiated with figures, while the critics' side remains anonymous, brief and without substance. 
This is a false balance in favour of the supporters: the criticism is mentioned, but presented so weakly that it does 
not constitute a genuine counter-perspective. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp approx. 06:20 

Description: In the Lindner segment there is no balance: only the critical perspective (correspondent Deiß) is 
presented. Lindner's own argumentation is only quoted indirectly and briefly. Here even the false balance is absent 
— there is only one perspective. 

 

Summary: The broadcast shows two variants of imbalance: on the Self-Determination Act a false balance 
(criticism is mentioned but structurally weakened), on the Lindner paper a complete one-sidedness without 
counterweight. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Agenda element set: Climate change as the cause of the Spain severe weather — Timestamp: approx. 01:30 — 
Evidence: "Global warming leads to extreme weather events." 

Alternative agenda: Administrative failure, early warning system deficiencies, urban planning in flood zones, civil 
protection deficits 

 

Finding 2: 

Agenda element set: Lindner as coalition destroyer — Timestamp: approx. 05:30 — Evidence: "explosive material", 
"divorce paper", "declaration of war" 

Alternative agenda: Economic policy substance of the paper, recession as context, need for reform of Germany as a 
business location 

 

Finding 3: 

Agenda element set: Self-Determination Act as social progress — Timestamp: approx. 09:00 — Evidence: "long-
awaited step", "experts consider the new regulation long overdue" 

Alternative agenda: Youth protection debate, long-term medical consequences, international comparisons 
(countries that have reversed laws) 

 

Finding 4: 

Agenda element set: ARD as a legitimate, historically significant institution — Timestamp: approx. 12:00 — 
Evidence: "Television is the campfire of the nation." 

Alternative agenda: Critical reflection on ARD funding, quality debate, need for reform of public service media 

 

Summary: The agenda-setting of the broadcast follows a consistent pattern: climate change as an explanatory 
framework for natural disasters, FDP as coalition disruptor, Self-Determination Act as progress, ARD as a national 
institution. Alternative agendas are systematically excluded. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

Results 

Dominant techniques 

1. Omission / Selective Omission (Score 7): The systematic omission of Lindner's economic policy arguments, 
critical expert voices on the Self-Determination Act and opposition perspectives creates a structural one-sidedness 
that is not recognisable from what is shown alone. The viewer cannot know what they are not seeing. 

2. Framing (Score 6): The sequence Spain→COP16 instrumentalises disaster images for climate protection 
messages; Lindner's paper is framed as aggression before its content is explained. Both framings structurally 
exclude alternative interpretations. 

3. Choice of words (Score 6) / Selective outrage (Score 5): The asymmetric use of conflict metaphors 
("explosive material", "divorce paper", "declaration of war") for FDP actions alongside simultaneously empathetic 
framing of the Self-Determination Act ("long-awaited step") shows a consistent political tonality that goes beyond 
individual formulations. 

``` 

``` 

Justification: The combined score of 4.3 and the completeness score of 2.0 demonstrate a clear one-sidedness that is 
at the threshold of systematic bias. Pursuant to §26 para. 1 MStV, broadcasting offerings are obliged to provide 
diversity of opinion; the present broadcast violates this requirement through systematic omission of counter-
perspectives, asymmetric choice of words and one-sided source selection. The completeness score of 2.0 is 
particularly serious: of ten relevant perspectives on the main topic of domestic politics, eight are completely omitted. 
This does not correspond to the ARD's basic public service mandate, which requires comprehensive and balanced 
information for the population. 

CONCLUSION 

The Tagesschau of 01.11.2024 shows a measurable and consistent one-sidedness in reporting on domestic political 
topics. The Lindner position paper is framed through conflict metaphors ("explosive material", "divorce paper", 
"declaration of war") as a destructive act, without its economic policy arguments being presented or external experts 
being consulted — a violation of the requirement of diversity of opinion pursuant to §26 para. 1 MStV. The Self-
Determination Act is presented in a structurally one-sided manner through personalisation of the supporters' side, 
anonymised criticism and non-identifiable "experts". The self-reporting on the ARD anniversary (approx. 13% of 
broadcast time) is uncritical and serves institutional self-legitimisation, which is in tension with the objectivity 
requirement of the ARD State Treaty. Overall assessment: The broadcast does not sufficiently fulfil the ARD's basic 
public service mandate with regard to balance and diversity of opinion for the topics analysed; the identified patterns 
cannot be attributed to individual formulations, but show an editorial systematism. 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Concrete evidence (timestamp + brief quote) 

CDU/CSU 0 No mention; neither positive nor negative 

SPD +1 approx. 07:10 "as Scholz had done with his industry summits" — Scholz is set as a 
benchmark for legitimate action 

Greens +2 approx. 06:50 "This can only be understood by Robert Habeck as a declaration of 
war" — Habeck is framed as a victim, not as an actor 

FDP -3 approx. 06:30 "explosive material"; approx. 07:00 "divorce paper"; approx. 06:50 
"declaration of war" — Lindner consistently framed as conflict driver 

AfD 0 No mention 

BSW 0 No mention 

Linke 0 No mention 

Freie Wähler 0 No mention 

 

Party bias summary 

•  Most favoured: Greens (Score +2) — Habeck is framed as a victim of Lindner's "declaration of war", without any 
critical assessment of his own 

•  Most disadvantaged: FDP (Score -3) — Lindner is framed as coalition destroyer through three different conflict 
metaphors 

•  Average deviation: 0.7 (across all parties) 

•  Conclusion: The party political bias is concentrated on the coalition segment and shows a clear asymmetry: the 
FDP is framed as the aggressor, while SPD and Greens appear as victims or legitimate actors. Parties outside the 
coalition are completely ignored, which violates the basic public service mandate for the parliamentary opposition. 
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (§26 MStV / ARD State Treaty) 

 

Assessment pursuant to §26 MStV 

Violation 1: 

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV (diversity of opinion, balance) — Facts: In the segment on the Lindner position paper, 
exclusively critical perspectives are presented; Lindner's economic policy arguments are not presented, no external 
experts are consulted, no opposition voices are sought. — Evidence: approx. 06:20 "This can only be understood by 
Robert Habeck as a declaration of war." / approx. 07:00 "People in Berlin are already calling it the divorce paper." — 
Assessment: The one-sided presentation of a domestic political process without a counter-perspective violates the 
requirement of balance. The facts are substantiable through timestamps and direct quotation. 

Violation 2: 

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV in conjunction with ARD State Treaty §11 (basic public service, completeness) — Facts: In 
the segment on the Self-Determination Act, critical expert voices (DGKJP, child and adolescent psychiatrists) are not 
quoted; instead, non-identifiable "experts" are cited as authority. — Evidence: approx. 10:00 "Experts consider the 
new regulation long overdue." — Assessment: The use of anonymous authorities without identification and without a 
counter-voice violates the transparency requirement and the completeness requirement of the basic public service. 

Violation 3: 

Norm: §26 para. 2 MStV (objectivity, impartiality) — Facts: The self-reporting on the ARD anni 
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual scores — All 15 criteria 

No. Criterion Score Classification 

1 EXPERT SELECTION 5 ●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 6 ●●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 6 ●●● 

4 OMISSION (Selective Omission) 7 ●●●● 

5 MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 4 ●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3 ●● 

7 TIMING 5 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 5 ●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 8 ●●●● 

10 FRAMING (setting the frame) 6 ●●● 

11 CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS 6 ●●● 

12 MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 6 ●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5 ●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 4 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 6 ●●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 5.4/10 Significant bias 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 5.5/10 Significant bias 

 

OVERALL SCORE 5.5/10 Significant bias 

Averaged from hard facts and soft facts 
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KEY — Meaning of scores 

 

Individual scores per criterion (0–10) 

0 No finding No relevant anomaly identified. 

1–2 Weak finding Minor anomaly without material impairment of balance. 

3–4 
Slight to moderate 
finding 

Recognisable tendency; impact relevance low to moderate. 

5 

Moderate finding 
with impact 
relevance 

Relevant bias that influences the opinion-forming potential of the audience. 

6 
Significant finding 
(threshold) 

Scores from 6 onwards are reported as "significant findings". 

7 Significant finding Clear, well-substantiated bias with marked impact relevance. 

8–9 Serious finding Pronounced bias; multiple substantiable individual findings in this criterion. 

10 
Maximum 
manifestation 

Systematic, pervasive bias in this criterion. 

 

Aggregated deviation index — Interpretation ranges 

0.0 – 2.5 Unremarkable 
No material patterns recognisable; broadcast corresponds to the 
requirement of factual accuracy. 

2.6 – 4.0 Slight bias 
Isolated anomalies; statistically visible, but still within the tolerance 
range. 

4.1 – 6.0 Significant bias 
Multiple significant findings; relevant impairment of diversity of 
perspectives. 

6.1 – 8.0 

Serious deviation from 
the balance 
requirement. High 
degree of deviation 

Pronounced, broadcast-wide patterns; high impact relevance. 

8.1 – 10 
Fundamental systemic 
one-sidedness. Very 
high degree of bias 

Maximum manifestation across almost all criteria; systematically one-
sided reporting. 

 

Party political bias (-5 to +5) 

-5 to -3 
Strongly 
disadvantaged 

Party is clearly treated worse in presentation, speaking time or framing. 

-2 to -1 Slightly disadvantaged Recognisable, but weak disadvantage. 

0 Neutral No discernible preference or disadvantage. 

+1 to +2 Slightly favoured Recognisable, but weak preference. 

+3 to +5 Strongly favoured Party is clearly treated better in presentation, speaking time or framing. 
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Legal and methodological classification 

No finding of fact 
The results presented do not constitute findings of fact regarding individual persons, 
editorial teams or broadcasts. They are to be understood as the result of a standardised 
operationalisation, not as a determination of individual responsibility. 

 

No legal ruling 

The aggregated deviation index does not replace a legal assessment within the meaning of 
§26 MStV. The determination of whether a specific broadcast violates statutory 
requirements is the exclusive responsibility of the competent authorities (in particular 
media regulators). 

 

No proof of causality 
Statistical correlations are not to be interpreted as proof of causal connections or editorial 
intentions. Deviation values may be influenced by topic selection, news situation, political 
controversy or format logic. 

 

No finding of intent 
The analysis measures observable structural characteristics of broadcasts. A score of 7 
means that a significant bias has been identified — not that the editorial team intended 
this. The methodology makes no statements about motives or strategic objectives. 

 

Heuristic 
comparison 
instrument 

The index serves comparative pattern recognition across thousands of broadcasts, not the 
precise metric measurement of individual segments. Threshold values serve heuristic 
orientation, not sharp legal qualification. 
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APPENDIX: CANTONAL LEGISLATION 

 

Legal basis Germany — ARD, ZDF 

Law 

Interstate Media Treaty (MStV, 2020) 

Relevant articles 

•  §26 para. 1 MStV: Public broadcasting institutions must provide in their offerings a comprehensive overview of 
international, European, national and regional events in all essential areas of life. In doing so, they shall promote 
international understanding, European integration and social cohesion in the Federation and the Länder. Their 
offerings must serve education, information, advice and entertainment. They must offer contributions in particular 
to culture. Entertainment must correspond to a public service offering profile. 

•  §5 para. 1 ZDF State Treaty: Obligation to objectivity and impartiality in reporting, consideration of diversity of 
opinion. 

•  ARD State Treaty: Basic public service mandate with objectivity and impartiality. 

Core obligations 

1. Diversity of opinion (internal pluralism): All relevant perspectives must be represented in the overall 
programme 

2. Objectivity and balance: Presenters must treat guests to the same standards 

3. Contribution to opinion formation: The audience must receive sufficient information for independent opinion 
formation 

Supervisory authority 

•  Broadcasting councils of the state broadcasting institutions: Supervision of ARD institutions (BR, WDR, NDR, etc.) 

•  ZDF Television Council (§19 ZDF State Treaty): Supervision of ZDF programme 

•  Legal supervision: Respective federal state (ZDF: Rhineland-Palatinate) 

Complaints procedure 

1. Programme complaint to the competent broadcasting council or ZDF Television Council 

2. Administrative court action 
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Evaluations and membership at SVFAB 

 

At SVFAB.ch you not only receive further detailed evaluations, but can also have them produced for any broadcasts of your 
choice (we charge for this). 

In order to make our work solid, we depend on membership and patron contributions. 

 

Contact and further information: 

www.SVFAB.ch  |  Kontakt@SVFAB.ch 

 

Bank details:  PostFinance – POFICHBE 

IBAN:  CH32 0900 0000 1675 6251 1 

Recipient:  SVFAB, P.O. Box, CH-8021 Zurich 1 
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You can obtain the following books from SVFAB 

Orders via www.svfab.ch or kontakt@svfab.ch 

 

 

Unbalanced reporting is the response to the halving initiative in 
Switzerland: here the manipulation techniques are explained in detail, 
starting with the selection of staff and source selection. Subsequently, 
15 principles are explained: omission, framing, temporal framing, guilt 
by association, emotionalisation, context removal and many more, 
illustrated with many examples. In addition, it becomes apparent 
where we ourselves apply these techniques — this promotes not only 
insight but also empathy.  
Optionally the book comes with playing cards 
Also available as an audiobook 

  

 

The interview is not a conversation. It is a stage — and someone else 
has written the script. 
Those who do not know this provide material. Good quotes that are 
cut incorrectly. Correct statements that end up in the wrong context. 
Honest answers that are framed as confessions. 
This book is not a media criticism book. It is a toolkit — for all those 
who have a microphone in front of their face and want to know what 
they can do about it. 7 chapters. 7 tools: What an interview really is. 
The 7 most common traps. The three basic principles of sovereignty 
— anchoring, reframing, setting boundaries. Preparation in one hour. 
Body and voice. What to do when things go wrong. And what counts 
after the interview. 
For politicians, activists, entrepreneurs, whistleblowers — for all 
those who are exposed and want to understand how the game works. 
So that they stop playing along — and start shaping it. 
In A5. Direct. For preparation, for reference, for follow-up and in 
difficult situations 
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Schweizerischer Verein für ausgewogene Berichterstattung 
Association suisse pour une information équilibrée 
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato 
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You think you see the world.In reality you see the frame that 
someone has placed around it. Framing is the oldest and most 
elegant manipulation technique in the world. It does not change the 
facts — it changes what we make of the facts. How we feel. What we 
believe. How we decide. And it works — because we all participate. 
Daily. Unconsciously. You too. This book is not a dry textbook. It is a 
workbook — playful, direct, full of examples from real life. You learn 
not only how others frame you. You learn how you yourself frame — 
and how you can use it consciously and fairly. 
Because those who understand framing see the world more clearly. 
Listen to the news differently. Conduct conversations with greater 
confidence. And can no longer so easily have a frame imposed on 
them that someone else has chosen. 
With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, media and 
everyday life — and the occasional smile. 
Framing with style. Because the frame changes everything. 
 

 

The SRG collects 1.56 billion francs per year — compulsorily, from 
every household. Those who feel unfairly treated can lodge a 
complaint. There is even a body for this: the IGAC, the Independent 
Grievance Authority for Radio and Television. 
Only: it is not independent. It has no sanctioning powers. And in 
99.6% of all cases it decides: nothing. 
This analysis lays bare the system — objectively, precisely, without 
polemic. Procedures, personnel, powers, costs, statistics, legal 
recourse. And the constitutional law review that shows: the IGAC 
system meets none of the three fundamental criteria — it is not 
appropriate, not subject to separation of powers, not market-based. 
The body that is supposed to protect citizens protects above all the 
system it was supposed to control. 
Essential reading for all those considering a complaint — and for all 
those who want to understand why genuine media regulation in 
Switzerland is still outstanding. 
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